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October 22, 2002

MEMORANDUM

TO: Doug Tanner
Regional Waste/Remediation Manager
Pocatello Regional Office
-
FROM: Michael Stambulis, P.E. 3“1
Staff Engineer, Process Engineering Group s--_
State Office of Technical Services -
SUBJECT: Technical Review of Pond 8E Closure Plan (May 2002 Revision), Pond 158 C!osdre' Plan (May
2002 Revision), and Phase IV Ponds Closure Plan (May 2002 Revision), FMC Ida{u} I)LC
Pocatello
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The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) requested comments from the Idaho Department of"
Environmental Quality (Department) regarding three revised closure plans. The closure plans are “forPond 8E,
Pond 158, and the Phase IV ponds. These ponds are being closed in accordance with Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) interim status requirements specified in Part 265 of Title 40 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (40 CFR). The Department has the following comments/questions regarding the received sections
of the closure plans.

Please not that the Technical Services Division at the Department was provided Sections 1, 2, 3, 6, 7, and 8 of
the closure plans. Therefore, Technical Services personnel were unable to provide a complete technical review
of the closure plans. Several of the following comments may be resolved within other sections of the closure
plans not received by Technical Services.

7 In the executive summary and Section 6.6.1 of each plan, FMC requests an extended closure period for the
ponds that would exceed the 180 day time frame specified by 40 CFR 265.113(b). FMC's request must
mglude a time frame clarifying how long the proposed extension will last.
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Q/ Section 6.6 within each plan describes 1 mch per year as the acceptable settlement rate for the subgrade. It
is unclear how the 1 inch per year settlement rate was determined (i.e. site specific data, data from other
field stud;es, etc.).
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3. Section 7.2.2 within each plan states the cap subgrade will consist of two 6-inch layers of well-compacte
sand. This statement is inconsistent; sand does not compact and will be transported through wind and

water erosion. [y éflﬂaf,ﬁé(/i’/f A dej yYnHve on /0,0 @(Q?ﬂ Lf‘?g&fﬁ& £ (m‘?&ﬂj

4 Sectxon 7.3 of each plan proposes a 5% graded slope. This slope is to steep and will p
cap. RC wdelmes usually require a maximum surface gradient of 2% to 3%.
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5. Secti on 7 4.1 of the Pond 15S closure plan states, “Due to the presence of elemental phosphorous in the
pond solids, extreme effort, special equipment, and non-standard procedures are required...” Please clarify
if density tests per ASTM D 698 (Standard Test Method) can be used during the fill placement.
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6. Section 8.6 within each plan states that pond solids will be stabilized by consolidation under the weight of
the sand and slag backfill. However, the specific bearing capacity that the stabilized wastes will meet is not
provided. Please clarify the specific bearlng capacity of the stabilized wastes that will be sufficient to

support the final cover. dub’ﬂ}t //‘ QUcind oMol eadeud O/ d

7. Density testing per ASTM D 698 (Standard Test Method) of the exposed subgrade and pond subgrade
(discussed in Sections 8.8.1 and 8.8.2 of each plan) is recommended to verify compaction to 90% of

standard proctor is achieved. WO &/; 5 ,o,éd/f ” o i—;:# ]
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